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on 1nterivi and Insular Affairséand the
Committes on Public Works jofatly held
Lo nrings last July 26 and Augist 16 on
“. 2246, which waz the President's bill
The bill wus given a great déal of sup-~
vort from citizens, various organigations
and representatives of State givernments
v ho were nearly unanimously in favor of
the mrant program.  Thers was opposi-
tron from two ot three national organiga-
oL e stently opposesd th progressive
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un Interatate (‘ommissjon on Water
Resources for the Council pf State Gov-
e nments was unable to] complete its
survey of HState views on the measure at
the time of the hearing.y This work is
to be completed In mid—g'ebmary. The

interior Committee h consequently
't a new hearing on Pebruary 16 to
grimit ihe Interstate Commission to

iresent its final views and recommenda-
tlens on the bill, I there are others
2o now wish to be hegrd on the meas-
are tee cornmittee will dttempt to hear

em at the same tiige. They should
neiady the clerk of the egpmmittee of their
wire e he neard.
o zm desire of t;he Interior Com-~
Witter Lo have all constructive viewd,
witietsms and suggesgilom in regard to
the bill At the same"time, we hope to
tandle (¢ expeditiously. The cheirman
of the House Interior Committee has as-
stired me that it will be handled as rap-
“is w& possible by hig group.

w0 wiil have few bills of greater im-
portance before thg Congress in the
present sesston. | The inereasing threat
and pressurve of wafsr shortages makes
' imperative, that we get our house in
arder te deal wiselyiand effectively with
water problems. §

In anrouncing Ythis’ early supple-
inental hearing ongdS. 2246 on February

16 I want to assuretihe Senate that every -~

«tfert wil! be maderin the Interfor Com-~
Tile 0 get the” matter to the floor
cromptly wlid helf to make the enact-
ment of A Water: Rescources Planning
Act one of the major accomplishments
ol th: Senate and the Congress in the
present sesaon :
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The PRESTDING GFFICER. Is there
“arther  inorning  business? If  not,

. busiaess 18 closed.
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There being no objection, the Senate
resumed the constderation of the bill (8.
1760) to establlsh the Great Basin Na-
tio fﬁ.rk m Novada, nnd for other

m—-—

PROBPECTS FOR PEACE IN THE
©CQRao

Mr. DORD. M. * President, be!m'e

" Congress -adjowned last ‘September, I

took the fioor severnl times to express
misgivings about the course of events
in the Conga and about our policy or
lack of policy in this crltlcally lmportant
area of the world.

I'was troubled over the dangercus de-
gre¢ of lefiist ihfluencé in the ocoalition
government which was established at
the so-called Louvanium Conference in
early August of last year. )

I was troubled by the svidence that,
while we were footing the bill for the
lion’s ghare of the U.N, opsration in the
Comgo, we had very little to say about

. UN. policy in the Congo; that this pol-

fcy was in fact controlled by the Afro-
Asian bloc and, in particular, by Nehru's
unspeakable Minister of Defense, Krish-
na Menon, a man who haa justly come
to be regarded as the personification of
cryptocommunism,

I was disturbed, above all, by the U.N.
military action of last September, and
by the grave implications of this action
for the future of the U.N. anad for the
future of the Western alllance.

Toward the end of last November, ns
my colleagues know, I visited the Congo,
where I had extensive conversations
with Prime Minlster Adoula, President
Tshombe, and membhers of their respec-
tive goyernments. Since there has been

deal of misinformation about the
purpose of my visit and about what trane
spired durlng the course of my visit, I
think it might be useful, first of all, to
seb the record straight.

There have been spme reports in the
press to the effect that T had gone to the
Congo egainst the opposition of the De-
partment of State; that I had encour-
aged President Tshombe to ‘hold out for
complete independence; and that I had
fold him that American policy in the
Congo wa» misdirected because there
were Communists m the Department of
State.

The real truth is that a major part of
my purposc in going to the Congo was
to try to explore the possibilities of a
Tshombe-Adoula agreement in informal
discussions with the iwo loaders,

I left for the Congo on November 21.
On Monday morning, November 20,
President ¥ennedy asked me to come
to his office. We talked about the Congo
situation for almost an hour, The Pres-
ident cxpressed the hope that I could
help to arrange a meeting between
Tshombe and Adoula.

I told the President that I would make
every effort to bring about such a meet-
ing. And the record shows that I did
precisely that.

Aa n {inal commentary on the misrep-
resentations that have appeared {n the
press, I want to read the text of tho let-
ter I rec-lvad on January 10 from Sce-
retary of “taute Rusk.

our recent itelephone conversation and to
your subsequent telegramn of January 4,
pointing out certain sitataments made {n &

‘ pewspaper column to the effect that the

administration had opposed your recent
wvisit to the Katanga, and that an oficlal of
the Department had reported that you had
made certein remarks with respsct to lom-

munist infilication In the Department of

State to Mr. Tshombe,

I am happy to set the record straight wuh
respoct to both of these matters. The ad-
ministration did pot opposo your visit. We
fesl that your effocts to assist
kbout the mesting between Mr. Tshom
sud Mr. Adouls, which led to the Kitona
Agresment, were benoficial. We have fopnd
no svidence that. & Department official re-
g:;ud that you had disgussed with Mr.

ombe the question of communism in the
Bthta Départment. Indesd, our Embassy in
Teopoldyille. Teports that U.B. regressntatives
who were with you during your converss-
tione stato olearly that you did not mention
this question.

I hope yery much that this latter will
cln.rlly the questions that have been raised.

8incerely yours,
Dean Rusk.

At a later date, I plan to report to
my colleagues in greater detail on what
I saw and learned in the Congo. As of
this moment, I feel thet a frank and de-
talled presentation may have ah sdverse
effect on the delicately poised political
situation in the Congo and on the criti-

cal discussions which are stili going on
between the Central Government in -

Leopoldville and the Covermment of
Katanga.

It 1s because of this that I have taken
the stand that the hearings now pro-
ceeding, under the separate auspices of
the SBenate Subcommittee on Internal
Becurity and of the Subcommittes on
Africa of the Foreign Relations Commit-
tee, should be held in executive sessions.

But T believe there are certain aspects
of the situption in the Congo which ery
out for immediate consideration and
understanding It is to these aspects
that I plan to address myself briefly
today.

There has been a tendencv to justily
the U.N, military sction against Ka-
{anga on the grounds that this action
produced the Kitona agreement, that
the Kitona agreement has lald the foun-
dation for Congolese unity, that it has
undermined the extremists and fortified
the moderates in the Central Govern-
ment.

Gizenga and Gizengaism, we are told,
are now dangers of the past.

It is my profound wial: that the pros-

‘pect were really so cheerful and so

uncomplicated.

There are, as I see it, four primary
dangers in this Pollyaxma approach to
the Congo crisis.

The flrst denger is that we will be
lulled Into & false sense of security con-
cerning the extremist elements in the
Leopoldville government.

The actlon against Gizenga is to
welcomed. But even if Gizenga is e
inated, this will not, by a long Q:ot
termlnnte the danger of communism in
the Congo,

Pro-Sovist extremism in the Congo
hag always been a many-headed mon-
ster; and Glzengs is only one of many

assist In brln‘lnbg .
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